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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1)K1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 March 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to papers filed on March 29, 2007. 
Claims 2, 4, 21-24 and 28-30 are pending. 
Claims 2, 4, 21-23 and 28-30 have been amended. 
Claims 2, 4, 21-24 and 28-30 are rejected. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on March 
29, 2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections -35USC§112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 2, 4 21-22 and 29-30 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the respective messages" in step iv. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 4 recites the limitation "the associated information" in B. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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6. Claim 21 recites the limitation "the associated information " in E. ii. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 22 recites the limitation "the associated images" in step F ii. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 29 recites the limitation "the transaction" and "the related transaction" in 
Steps A ii and B respetively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

9. Claim 30 recites the limitation "the associated information" in step A iv and step 
B. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 4, 21-24 and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent 6,285,916 Multi-stage Parcel Tracking System; Kadaba et al.; 
hereinafter referred to as Kadaba. 

2. As to claims 2, 4, 21-24 and 28-30 Kadaba teaches 

a. Matching user id, tracking numbers, names etc with parcels being shipped 
and shipping status(C. 7 I. 30-35) 

3. Displaying a message to a user indicating the status of the shipped parcel(C. 7 I. 
65-67 & C. 8 I. 1-2). The examiner notes that "information relating to contents" is also 
status information. If there parcel is in transit then the contents of the parcel are 
therefore in-transit as well. However, as to applicants "information relating to contents" 
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and "image of contents" these differences are only found in the nonfunctional 
descriptive material and are not functionally involved in the steps recited. The steps 
associating the images and information would be performed regardless of the 
information or images presented. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish 
the claimed invention from the prior art in terms of patentability, see in re Gulack, 703 
F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 44(Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 
USPQ 2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Allowing the user to view the information over a computer network(C. 8 I. 9-15). 

Computers for displaying tracking information to the user(C. 9 I. 43-46). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

12. Claims 2 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patnet 6285916 Multi-stage parcel tracking system; Kadaba; hereinafter referred to 
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as Kadaba, in view of US Patent 5860068; Method and System For Custom 
Manufacture and Delivery of Data Product; Cook; hereinafter referred to as Cook. 

4. As to claims 2 and 28 Kadaba teaches 

b. Matching user id, tracking numbers, names etc with parcels being shipped 
and shipping status(C. 7 I. 30-35) 

5. Displaying a message to a user indicating the status of the shipped parcel(C. 7 I. 
65-67 &C. 8 1. 1-2). 

6. Allowing the user to view the information over a computer network(C. 8 I. 9-15). 
And computers for displaying tracking information to the user(C. 9 I. 43-46). 

1 3. Kadaba fails to teach linking the delivery status information with messages from 
the sender. However, Cook teaches email confirmation messages that include 
hyperlinks to provide order status updates to the user (C. 3 I. 35-45; C. 10 1. 15-20). 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims2 and 28 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

15. Applicant's arguments filed 4, 21-24 and 29-30 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. As to applicants that the "associating" is a functional portion of 
the claim, the examiner notes the non-functional descriptive matter was not drawn 
towards the associating, it was directed toward the information being association. The 
steps of associating are performed the same regardless of that information is being 
associated with the delivery status. The information itself has not functional value, 
nothing besides displaying the information is being done with the information. 
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Regardless if it is a textual description of the product or a visual image of the product it 
is merely being displayed to the user. 

16. As to applicant arguments that kadaba is not equipped to display or receive 
images, the applicants attention is drawn to Fig. 4 and 10 B, which screen shots of the 
information being displayed in the system. Accordingly, Kadaba recites the system 
take place with PC's and PDA, each of which inherently have a GUI for receiving and 
sending images. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Traci L. Casler whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6809. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 6:00 am-4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
17. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Pater 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 





